The purpose of this article is the answer of the question if interregional cooperation supported by economic policy of UE fosters tourism development and if yes in what way. The relation between tourism and interregional cooperation is relatively seldom analysed in comparison with other strands of territorial cooperation such as crossborder and transnational cooperation. This results from specific philosophy of interregional cooperation. In order to achieve the purpose of the paper it was necessary to present the system of interregional cooperation management and model of tourism in European Union. The paper analyses the period 2007 -2013 when INTERREG IVC provided funding for interregional cooperation across Europe.
The overall objective of the INTERREG IVC Programme was to improve the effectiveness of regional policies and instruments with special attention to the areas of support such as:
• innovation and the knowledge economy, • environment and risk prevention. Tt could be assumed that it had been possible to include tourism in tourism projects implemented within Interreg IV C. To prove it the qualitative and quantitative analysis of 204 projects divided into 12 themes has been done. Aditionally the database of good practices was analyzed. The analysis of its documents allowed to identify 60 tourism-related good practices. These practices focused on cultural and sustainable tourism.
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INTRODUCTION
Europe has recently seen a rapid growth in tourism [Fesenmaier, O'Leary, Uysal 2013, p . XV] and hospitality industry [Grobelna, Marciszewska 2016] . Tourism is becoming an increasingly important factor for social and economic development [Sharma 2004, p. 1] . Due to this reason the European Union supports tourism development stronger and stronger through numerous assistance programmes [Guide (…) 2016], in particular territorial co-operation programmes and neighbourhood policy programmes [Faby 2016 , Studzieniecki 2015 , Studzieniecki 2016 .
The relationships between tourism and programmes of cooperation beyond borders were documented in extensive literature dealing with the subject. Interregional cooperation programmes are, however, an exception. It is stressed that they are the 'youngest' INTERREG programmes [Fact Sheet 2015] with the smallest financial support [Balaz 2006, p. 102] . Studies on tourism in interregional cooperation programmes focus mainly on case studies [Mc Keever, Larwood, Mc Kirdy 2006 , p. 191, Deffner, Metaxas 2010 , p. 67, Perosa, Menotti, Saraceni 2008 , omitting the issue of systems analysis.
Thus, the question whether interregional cooperation programmes support tourism development, and if they do, how and to what extent, needs to be answered.
To answer this question, a research model was created (Figure 1 ).
Figure 1: Research model
The model shows the key research groups and a sequence of analytical works allowing to identify the role of the programme in tourism development.
THE ORIGIN AND PURPOSE OF INTERREGIONAL COOPERATION
Interregional cooperation is, together with cross-border and transnational cooperation, one of the forms of territorial cooperation supported by the European Union [Celata, Coletti 2015 , p. 109, Morata, Noferini 2013 , p. 174, Schutze 2015 . Before the term "territorial cooperation" appeared in EU official documents, other terms were used, including "cooperation beyond borders" [Studzieniecki 2015, p. 16] or "transboundary cooperation" [Duhr, Colomb, Nadin 2010, p. 354] . These terms are also used today both as the synonyms of territorial cooperation and as broader terms [Terem 2010 , p. 47. Marcut 2015 . "European Commission places much emphasis on softening borders as well as solving border-related problems, by enabling and promoting different forms of cooperation beyond borders" [Haselsberger 2014, p. 505] .
Figure 2. Types of cooperation beyond borders
Interregional cooperation covers mostly subnational entities of international relations [Williams 2012, p. 161] , although some authors use this term in relation to cooperation between countries [Kutukov 2006, s. 8] . However, EU states are no longer the most important actors on the international stage.
It should be noted that by the end of the 20th century international relations were greatly decentralized, and the international system was filled with subnational entities. Government administration allowed local government administration to cooperate at international level [Szymański 2011, p. 90] . EU regions enhanced cooperation with their counterparts from third countries. The cooperation, which was originally cross-border cooperation, became international. The institutionalisation of regional cooperation in Europe began. In 1971 the Association of European Border Regions was established. In 1985 the Council of European Regions was set up, two years later it was replaced by the Assembly of European Regions. The Standing Conference of Local and Regional Authorities of Europe started to operate under the auspices of the Council of Europe. The Conference turned into the Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of Europe. The Congress became a specialised institution representing local and regional authorities. It is a consultative and advisory body. The key issues of interregional cooperation were stipulated in 2 documents [Castro 1999, p. 105]: 1. European Charter of Local Self-government [1985] , 2. European Charter of Regional Self-government [1997] .
The first of the documents emphasised the role of the Council of Europe in enhancing the interaction between EU member states and their local self-government entities. It stressed the significance of local bodies as an important element of the democratic system. It determined the rules of establishing international cooperation by local self-government [Buczkowski, Żukowski 2014, p. 29] . According to the Charter's provisions, local bodies, in the course of their competences, obtained the right to cooperate with other local bodies. They also became entitled to associate with other local bodies to carry out tasks of common interest. It must be emphasised that despite the general character of this Charter, with few provisions related directly to the international cooperation of local self-government bodies, compliance with the Charter's provisions significantly facilitated establishing cooperation between local self-
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Transnational cooperation government entities and foreign partners. This is because the Charter created legal basis for such cooperation and harmonised standards of establishing such cooperation [Perkowski 2012, p. 16] .
The other document clarified the rights of regions in establishing international cooperation. According to the provisions it sets out, a region has the right to conduct its own policy and international cooperation. The term "interregional cooperation" was introduced. Such cooperation was considered "a valuable and necessary contribution to the construction of Europe" [European Charter of Regional Self-government, 1997] . According to experts [Kentnowska 2012, p. 267] , the success of such cooperation depends on the system of domestic law and the political commitment of the state directly concerned by such cooperation.
INTERREGIONAL COOPERATION IN THE COMMUNITY INITIATIVE "INTERREG"
Interreg as a financial instrument was introduced in 1990 primarily to compensate for the introduction of the Single Market and soften the blow for border regions [Wassenberg, Reitel Peyrony 2015, p. 3] . The implementation of INTERREG was preceded by 14 pilot projects. They were designed to overcome structural development difficulties in border regions in two areas [Fact Sheet 2015, p. 2]: 1. institutional separation of border communities, where economic and social separation prevents coherent management of the ecosystems, 2. actual peripheral location of cross-border regions in relation to their respective national economic centres.
The Community initiatives INTERREG I and INTERREG II primarily focused on cross-border cooperation. They sought to involve local and regional stakeholders in eliminating barriers to the free movement of goods, people, capital and services, by allowing them to develop cross-border projects.
In 2000 under the initiative INTERREG III a new trend appeared for the first time, i.e. "interregional cooperation". This is the youngest component of INTERREG. The core idea of interregional cooperation -inherently different from cross-border or transnational cooperationis that regions have much to learn from each other in terms of regional development policy. The programme financed the exchange of experience and good practice in Structural funds across The budget for interregional cooperation programmes progressively increased as well ( Figure 5 ). However, it must be emphasised that out of the three components of INTERREG the smallest support was allocated to interregional cooperation. INTERREG IIIC received 6% of the INTERREG III budget, but the next two editions received only 4% of the budget. 
THE PREMISES, OBJECTIVES AND COMPLETION OF INTERREG IV C
The objective of the Interregional Cooperation Programme was to support the cooperation between regional and local authorities from 27 EU states as well as Norway and Switzerland ( Figure 6 ).
Figure 6 The eligible INTERREG IV C area
The idea of the programme was to implement projects for exchanging and sharing experience and developing concepts and tools together, which would improve the effectiveness of regional development policies and would contribute to the modernisation of the economy. According to the Community strategic guidelines on cohesion policy for the years 2007-2013, the objective of the programme was to support the EU strategy for growth and jobs [Interregional Cooperation Programme INTERREG IVC] .
The programme was an important instrument for implementing the EU initiative "Regions for economic change". This initiative supported networks of regions and cities that developed and tested optimal actions for modernising the economy through projects that implemented the EU programme for growth and jobs. The projects were to popularize such actions in all regions to strengthen their sustainable growth and reduce economic disparities between them. Table 1 shows the programme's priorities and strategic objectives. 2. Promoting and enabling entrepreneurship and the development of new business initiatives in all sectors of relevance to regional economies, in particular those that are knowledge-based and innovative;
3. Facilitating businesses, and in particular SMEs, to develop and grow in a more sustainable and innovative way through the transfer of specific services and the creation of shared facilities;
4. Helping to restructure regions most heavily dependent on traditional industries, including renewal of industrial zones for new business;
5. Promoting the use of new information and communication technologies by businesses, public services and the general public, especially in rural areas;
6. Improving regional policies for employment, skills development, training and education;
7. Creating the necessary framework conditions for regional economies to adapt to major socioeconomic changes, notably globalisation and demographic change.
P2.
Environment and risk prevention
1. Developing plans and measures to prevent and cope with natural and technological risks;
2. Promoting the enhancement of sustainable water management activities;
3. Promoting the development of sustainable Waste prevention and management activities and the movement to a recycling society;
4. Promoting the development of actions linked to biodiversity and the preservation of natural heritage, especially in NATURA 2000 sites and promoting the development of sustainable coastal management activities;
5. Stimulating energy efficiency and the development of renewable energies as well as better coordinated efficient energy management systems and promoting sustainable transport;
6. Enhancing the attractiveness of the territory in support of socio-economic development and sustainable tourism by protecting the cultural heritage and landscape.
P3.
Technical assistance 1. Supporting project generation and providing advice to project applicants;
2. Ensuring the evaluation of applications, preparing the approval decisions and contract approved projects;
3. Ensuring monitoring of and advice to running operations;
4. Ensuring capitalisation of operations' results for both types of intervention;
5. Organising meetings and events for applicants, partners, auditors, experts, Member States and other bodies to inform them about the programme, to discuss specific aspects of its implementation, disseminate and capitalise on operations' results;
6. Reporting to the Member States and the European Commission.
Source: own work based on: [Interregional Cooperation Programme INTERREG IVC]
Ten themes relating to the operational objectives were identified in priorities P1 and P2 (tab. 2). These themes were later used in the classification of projects carried out as part of the programme. The Programme INTERREG IV C supported two different types of interventions:
1. "Regional Initiative Projects" (RIP) initiated by regional actors aiming to exchange experience in a specific policy field in order to identify good practice and to develop new tools and approaches for implementation.
2. "Capitalisation, including Fast Track projects" (CP) in order to ensure that good practice identified, for instance, by the regional initiative projects mentioned above, finds its way into the Convergence, Regional Competitiveness and Employment and European Territorial Cooperation programmes.
Four out of 86 priority themes were selected to be implemented, and relevant amounts were allocated to them (tab. 3). Institutions from France played a leading role in managing the programme. All major functions were given to them (Figure 7 ).
Figure 7 INTERREG IVC management model
There were four application rounds in the programme. The majority of applications were sent from Italy (2133), Spain (1624), and Greece (1510). Among EU states, the fewest number of applications was sent from Luxembourg (11). In total, 204 projects were completed, including 2276 partners. 90% out of 271 administrative regions (NUTS 2) participated in the programme.
The projects implemented under INTERREG IVC differed considerably from the projects implemented in other territorial cooperation programmes. In particular, they were not investment projects. The programme focused on the identification, analysis and dissemination of good practices by public authorities, in order to improve the effectiveness of regional and local policies. Projects supported under this programme had demonstrate how they built on the stock of experiences gained under past or existing regional development programmes including Structural Funds programmes.
The activities within the programme [Interregional Cooperation Programme INTERREG IVC] had to respect the following three fundamental conditions:
1. Relevance to the programme All activities have to be in line with the overall objective of the programme and should clearly contribute to the improvement of the regional or local policies tackled by the project.
Interregionality
The interregional character of the activities has always to be demonstrated in projects. Activities of pure local character cannot be supported under INTERREG IVC. The interregionality of pilot actions is clear when these actions are directly related to the transfer of practice from a The added-value of the proposed cooperation has to be clearly demonstrated. Indeed, the activities proposed to the INTERREG IVC programme have to be different from the normal and regular tasks of the partners involved in the project. In particular, the pilot actions have to represent additional activities that would not be carried out without the support of the INTERREG programme.
TOURISM ISSUES IN THE OPERATIONAL PROGRAMME INTERREG IVC
Tourism issues were not identified in 4 out of 86 priority themes accepted for implementation. They did not appear in 2 priorities in this programme. They appeared, however, in operational objective 6 in the "Environment and risk prevention" priority:
"Enhancing the attractiveness of the territory in support of socio-economic development and sustainable tourism by protecting the cultural heritage and landscape" [Interregional Cooperation Programme INTERREG IVC].
In addition, some selected tourism-related issues were in the content of the programme.
In the analysis of the situation of the support area, in the part about the environment, it was stated that "good management of tourist and cultural resources and landscapes is the best way to combine preservation and conservation with economic promotion". It was emphasised that slowing down the biodiversity decline may be beneficial for the tourism sector.
The authors of the programme assumed that innovative methods showing and providing cultural heritage and landscapes can be a basis for the further use of cultural resources for information, educational and research purposes and for the sustainable development of the tourism sector.
In the SWOT analysis, in the part about opportunities, it was concluded that "innovative ways to make natural and cultural heritage more visible and accessible provides the basis for further exploiting natural and cultural resources for educational purposes, research, tourism and creative businesses".
The programme listed tourism organizations as potential beneficiaries. Tourism was identified as the subject matter of future projects, both "Regional Initiative Projects (RIP)" and "Capitalisation, including Fast Track projects".
TOURISM ISSUES IN THE PROGRAMME MANUAL
The Programme Manual [2008] advised great caution in dealing with tourism issues as part of projects. "The above topic has to be tackled with care under the INTERREG IVC programme". Elsewhere it even discouraged from doing so. "The development of tourism activities as such would not be relevant to the programme". In the explanatory statement the authors of the manual claimed that other EU programmes were dedicated to tourism.
At the same time it was allowed to deal with tourism issues in some special cases, under two conditions:
1. Projects tackling this topics would therefore has to clearly describe the added-value of the proposal compared to past or existing initiatives in that domain.
2. Topics of tourism would need to be tackled in the framework of the Lisbon and Gothenburg agendas (e.g. strategies related to sustainable tourism) to demonstrate their relevance to INTERREG IVC.
TOURISM IN INTERREG IVC PROJECTS
Tourism is an issue which appears very often in projects supported by EU funds. The term "tourism projects" can be used in relation to projects tackling tourism issues. To identify tourism projects among all projects in a group, a specific criterion must be defined (Figure 8 ). In this classification an objective criterion was chosen, i.e. the word "tourism" in the description of project actions. Descriptions from the INTERREG IV C database were used for this purpose. Based on this criterion 30 projects were identified. The coordinators of these projects were from 13 countries. One country was outside the EU (Norway) and one country was from Eastern Europe (Poland). Figure 9 shows the number of projects coordinated by these countries. The coordinators were mostly regional institutions (50%), then local institutions (23.33%), national institutions (13.33%), and European institutions (13.33%). The majority of the coordinating institutions had the status of government institutions or local self-government institutions. Authorities of border regions predominated among regional authorities (table 4).
Three out of four institutions at European level were associations. Two institutions associate regions, another institution associates experts on the environment and the development of coastal areas. The fourth institution is the European Institute of Cultural Routes; it plays an important role in the development of cultural tourism.
Two institutions coordinating tourism projects can be defined as tourism institutions: Polish Tourism Development Agency, Regional Committee for Tourism Development of Auvergne. In terms of the importance of tourism in the tourism projects, 30 projects were categorized for this article (Figure 10 ). Three project types were distinguished:
T1 -projects where tourism is marginal; T2 -projects where tourism is significant; T3 -projects where tourism plays a leading role; The analysis of the projects in view of tourism issues (Figure 11) shows that the projects where tourism is marginal (T1) account for the largest group (47%). The projects where tourism is significant (T2) account for 33% of the analysed group. The smallest group (20%) contains the projects where tourism plays a leading role (T3). Nearly the same number of tourism projects was implemented under priorities P1 (53%) and P2 (47%). Almost all tourism projects (93%) were "Regional Initiative Projects" (RIP). The tourism projects were part of nine out of ten themes of the programme (Figure 13 ). The following themes had the largest number of projects: Entrepreneurship and SMEs (E/SMEs), Information Society (IS), Cultural heritage and landscape (CH/L). The only theme that was not included in the tourism projects was Natural and technological risks, climate change (NTR). The budget of these 30 tourism projects was EUR 45,236,365.99. This means that statistically every project received support at the amount of EUR 1.51 million.
In fact, the project budgets were very similar.
The smallest budget was EUR 0.89 million, while the biggest budget was EUR 3.23 million. Three hundred and sixty partners participated in all these projects. On average, 12 partners participated in each project. Statistically, each of the partners received support at the amount of EUR 125.660. The actual number of partners in the programmes varied between 6 and 18. The partners participating in the tourism projects were from 31 countries. They represented all 27 EU states at that time as well as Norway and Switzerland. In addition, partners from Serbia and Albania were allowed to participate in the project. The number of partners from individual countries varied significantly between 1 and 40. Most partners were from Italy, Spain, and Greece (Figure 14) . Based on the analysis of project descriptions, the projects were compared in terms of material scope in three categories of tourism projects.
Projects where tourism is marginal
The projects that included tourism topics varied significantly and covered a wide range of issues such as
• tourism in interregional cooperation (P. IPP);
• tourism in cluster cooperation (P. CLUSTERIX);
• tourism as "entrepreneurial initiatives" (P. B2N);
• tourism in the development of information and communication technologies (P. ICT-VN);
• tourism in the development of sustainable transport (P. MOG);
• tourism in the development of cultural heritage (P. ZEN).
In these projects tourism issues appeared in particular areas such as forest areas (P. Robinwood PLUS), valuable natural areas (P. SURF-Nature), coastal regions (p. SUSTAIN), waterways (p. WF), straits (P. NOSTRA).
In some of the projects, even in those that focused on issues not related to tourism, only a statement appeared that they would contribute to tourism development (P. CO2FREE, P. PIKE, P. SMART EUROPE).
Projects where tourism is significant
Tourism was emphasised in projects promoting innovations (such as P. I Speed). The project SMART+ played an important role in promoting the good practices of innovative tourism, which was called "smart tourism". The effect of this project was a collection of "good practices for destination management systems to increase attractiveness of tourism destinations".
The GRISI PLUS project indicated examples of using geomatics for tourism development; innovative ways of protecting heritage and the development of cultural tourism were described in the HISTCAPE project.
In projects related to local development (P ICER) tourism was considered one of the most important developmental factors. The LOCFOOD project showed the synergy between the tourism market and the local food market.
Tourism issues also appeared in projects on sustainable development. These projects concerned land areas (P. Hybrid Parks) and water areas (P. LakeAdmin, P. TRAP ). The PRESERVE project presented the idea of "ecoregions", where tourism and ecological functions played an important role in sustainable development.
Projects where tourism plays a leading role
These projects focused on selected forms of tourism where the social aspect played a leading role. These projects included:
1. The CERTESS project aimed at setting up a common methodological framework on how to develop, manage and enhance European Cultural Routes (ECRs), by utilising reference development and governance instruments targeted to foster sustainable cultural tourism. Thirteen partners participated in this project. It allowed to formulate 11 Route Implementation Plans. In addition, 84 Governance Instruments were documented and organized according to a classification scheme reflecting the structure of the Route Implementation Plan and the CERTESS Database Knowledge Platform supporting it. The project's coordinator was the European Institute of Cultural Routes -an institution established under the auspices of the Council of Europe. One of its statutory tasks is to promote cultural tourism.
2. The CHARTS project focused on the role of culture and heritage in the formulation and delivery of added-value to regional strategies for sustainable tourism development and integration into local, regional, national and EU policies.
Partners shared experience on how improved management of cultural tourism destinations contributed to protection and enhancement of cultural heritage & landscape, as well as sustainable regional development policies, especially in relation to challenges of climate change and the economic crisis. 12 Good Practices have been identified, reviewed, analysed, discussed, documented and exchanged between the partners. Thirteen partners participated in the project. One of the partners was the European Cultural Tourism Network (ECTN), an organization associating tourism and cultural institutions from Europe.
3. The DANTE project aimed to promote a new regional policy approach to designing knowledge-based plans for the tourism sector. The objective was to improve the effectiveness of regional innovation policies by enhancing the role of ICT in tourism industry in rural and mountain areas. The project involved 14 partners. The partners participated to 34 external events around Europe and organised 8 dissemination events. The Good Practices Guide we published on Dante website.
4. The e-CREATE project aimed to promote the adoption of modern communication technologies aiming to enhance entrepreneurship in tourism-related sectors of Europe's rural areas. The idea of the project was born among European regions who are partly members of the Transromanica and CrossCulTour transnational project network. Thirteen partners participated in this project. Outputs of the project activities included a brochure titled "Are you CReATIVE?" showcasting 13 good practices selected out of a total of 40 investigated approaches and 4 online guidebooks on legal and marketing aspects regarding the introduction of apps for mobile devices to promote rural tourism, the relevance of open data in tourism.
5. The TOURAGE project aimed to improve sustainable regional economy by developing senior tourism and to support active and healthy aging through the exchange of good practices and . The project focused on identifying good practices on senior tourism and started to analyse regional trends in tourism and demographic change experiences between partner regions. 13 partners cooperated in this project.
One of its effects was the publication "Good Practices for Senior Tourism" containing 55 good practices. TOURAGE was also involved in the European Commission's senior tourism group of experts that proposed actions to increase senior tourism flows in the low and medium seasons within EU countries and from 3rd countries.
EuroScreen was different from the other projects. It was rather a marketing project. Nine partners participated in it. The coordinator was Film London -a media agency -sustaining, promoting and developing London as a major international film-making and film cultural capital. The overall purpose was to maximise the economic synergies between the screen and tourism leading to the sectors' increased innovation, competitiveness and growth in 8 selected regions across Europe. It had been demonstrated that the representation of cities and regions in audiovisual media (films, tv series, adverts, internet, etc.) was both important in strengthening and sustaining the diversity of different EU states' culture, and increasingly, having a substantial economic impact on tourism.
TOURISM IN GOOD PRACTICES
One of the most important effects of INTTEREG IVC is a good practices database. It is an electronic document available on the programme's website. It contains 1628 practices. It must be stressed that these are only examples of good practices selected by the Programme Managing Authority.
Based on an analysis of the content of the good practices, 60 projects with 150 practices in total were distinguished. The number of good practices presented in the projects varied from one to nine. ICER (Innovative Concept of Eco-accommodation approach in rural Regions: Public support policies for eco-investors) was a project that contained nine practices.
The topics of good practices included actions such as marketing as well as partnership and collaboration; they focused on sustainable tourism, heritage, and cultural tourism.
The good practices contained topics such as environment protection as well as information and communication technology. Actions in the accommodation sector and food and catering were also emphasised. 
TOURISM IN THE PROMOTIONAL ACTIVITIES OF THE PROGRAMME
The promotional campaign of INTERREG IVC covered a range of actions informing about the achievements of the projects. The release of four thematic publications was important.
1. Experience -Cooperation -Development Regions of enlarged Europe sharing solutions [2009] . In this publication INTERREG III tourism projects were only described, the tourism achievements of INTERREG IVC were omitted. 3. NTERREG IVC West area regions -Benefitting from interregional cooperation [2012] . Two projects, ICT-VN and FRESH, appeared in this publication.
4. Interregional cooperation in South area region [2013] . There were no tourism projects in this publication.
In addition, information about these projects appeared in publications defined as general:
1. Key features of Capitalisation projects [2009] . The PIKE project was listed there.
2. Solidarity works! How Regions improve thanks to cooperation [2011] . This publication devotes a great deal of attention to the tourism cooperation of border regions in Western Europe under the NEEBOR project. It showed that the programmes of cross-border cooperation made a significant contribution to tourism development. Another project presented in this publication was FLIPPER. It discussed the relations between tourism and the development of sustainable transport.
As part of promotional activities an interactive online site "Stories of Changing Regions" was created. In 2016 it is no longer available online. However, from the information about the content of that site on the INTERREG IVC website, it appears that it raised tourism issues.
Representatives of INTERREG IVC developed also an exhibition which consisted of 11 interactive thematic stands and gave an overview of about 60 good practices identified by the projects. This exhibition omitted, however, tourism issues.
CONCLUSIONS
The interregional cooperation programme significantly differs from other programmes of territorial cooperation. It covers the biggest eligible area, but has the smallest budget. Since it is a non-investment programme, its effects are non-material, so they are more difficult to measure.
The projects implemented from the programme funds focus mainly on activities related to exchanging good practices as well as educational and promotional projects.
Unlike other programmes, tourism was not considered a priority. Potential beneficiaries were discouraged from dealing with tourism issues in these projects.
Thus, it could seem that the programme is not able to contribute to tourism development. But the results of the research conducted by the authors according to the adopted model proved that the programme enabled to complete tourism projects through the creative use of INTERREG IVC priorities and operational objectives.
Like in the case of other programmes, the authors were faced with the problem of identification of tourism projects. Since tourism was not included either in priorities or operational objectives, it was necessary to analyse the content of project descriptions. In this way 30 projects were identified as tourism projects with a total budget of EUR 45,236,365.99. A distinctive feature of these projects was the fact that a lot of partners participated in the projects. The partners participating in these projects were usually from Italy, Spain, and Greece.
The good practices database played a significant role in determining the role of the programme in tourism development. The analysis of its documents allowed to identify 60 tourism-related good practices. These practices focused on cultural and sustainable tourism. They also concerned a range of other issues, including problems related to cooperation of stakeholders and marketing tourism-related activities. Among six tourism projects classified to category T3 by the authors (projects where tourism plays a leading role) the CERTESS project (Cultural European Routes -Transferring Experiences, Sharing Solutions) deserves a special focus. "The partners intended to make their activities sustainable by integrating their Plans into a European Cultural Routes strategy for establishing Europe as a first cultural tourism destination in the world" [Capp 2012 ]. The project can be a standard for using the interregional cooperation programme for tourism development.
The influence of interregional cooperation on tourism development was also noticed by the representatives of the programme managing authority; materials and tools promoting the achievements of the programme prove that. The majority of the programme tools, the activities implemented as well as good practices and achievements are digital. It would be advisable that despite the fact that INTERREG IV C was completed and INTERREG Europe appeared in its place, information about the programme should be available to enable to conduct research on interregional cooperation.
